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SURVEY OF LINGUISTIC STUDIES 


OPPORTUNITIES FOR ADVANCED WORK IN .THE UNITED 
STATES ? 


By Rotanp G. Kent anv E. H. SturTEVANT 


One of the considerations that led to the foundation of the Linguistic 
Society of America, was the impression that the opportunities for training 
in linguistic science were inadequate and very unevenly distributed. It 
was hoped that we could assist in remedying the situation; and in fact, 
since our organization, whether through our influence or not, several 
universities have notably strengthened their linguistic staff. 

The logical first step toward bringing the influence of the Society to bear, 
is to make a survey of what is actually being done. At the same time a 
tabulation of the linguistic courses in the more important graduate schools 
should be of assistance to prospective graduate students. Hence we have 
attempted to indicate the opportunities offered to students of the science 
of language. We hope that similar surveys may be printed at more or less 
regular intervals, and that these may serve in some degree as a means of 
measuring the development of linguistic studies in the American univer- 
sities. 

The material tabulated below was taken chiefly from the published an- 
nouncements for 1926-27, and is therefore subject to certain errors. Some 
of the scholars listed have retired; some are no longer living. Many new 
appointments have been made; new assignment of classes has given certain 
subjects to different instructors. As far as possible these changes are taken 
into account; for our statements regarding each institution have been sub- 
mitted to one or more scholars teaching there, for correction. But as 
the work was started during the summer vacation, some of our inquiries 
remained unanswered for so long a time that it has been difficult properly 
to take into account the data which were finally presented; and especially 
the problem of determining precisely what is a “linguistic course,” has 
brought many difficulties and possibilities of error. We ask pardon for 
all our errors, whatever their source; and we hope that our readers will send 
1* 3 
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word of inaccuracies and omissions which they notice, to cne or the other 
of those whose names stand at the head of this article, that similar errors 
may be avoided in later surveys. We are under obligation to the following 
persons for generous assistance: H. Almstedt, Missouri; A. L. Andrews, 
Cornell; S. T. Barrows, Iowa; F. B. Barton, Minnesota; H. H. Bender, 
Princeton; G. M. Bolling, Ohio State; E. Chiera, Pennsylvania; J. P. W. 
Crawford, Pennsylvania; G. O. Curme, Northwestern; G. Dahl, Yale; 
A. M. Espinosa, Stanford; W. H. Faulkner, Virginia; G. T. Flom, Illinois; 
J. A. Geary, Catholic; C. H. Grandgent, Harvard; G. Gruener, Yale; 
P. Haupt, Johns Hopkins; E. C. Hills, California; U. T. Holmes, North 
Carolina; S. Kroesch, Minnesota; A. G. Laird, Wisconsin; C. G. Lowe, 
Washington (St. Louis); J. L. Lowes, Harvard; C. A. Manning, Columbia; 
J. A. Montgomery, Pennsylvania; C. H. Moore, Harvard; S. Moore, 
Michigan; E. F. Parker, Washington (St. Louis); L. Pound, Nebraska; 
E. Sapir, Chicago; D. B. Shumway, Pennsylvania; T. Starck, Harvard; 
A. M. Sturtevant, Kansas; N. L. Torrey, Yale; E. B. Williams, Penn- 
sylvania. We express our indebtedness also to the Deans of the various 
Graduate Schools and to their assistants, who without exception have been 
most kind in helping us. 

At the outset a number of difficulties were met, and it has been neces- 
sary to make several arbitrary decision as to the handling of the material. 
First, we have limited our researches to those advanced courses in linguistic 
subjects that carry graduate credit. Second, we have considered only 
institutions which are members of the Association of American Universi- 
ties, although we realize that several distinguished schools are not included. 
Of the twenty-six universities in the Association, Clark University alone 
gives no courses bearing upon linguistic science, but that is in accord with 
the purposes of the institution. Third, we have had to distinguish between 
linguistic courses and literary courses. In English, German, French, Italian, 
Spanish, Latin, and Greek, we have selected the linguistic courses according 
to the apparent meaning of the catalogues, and have omitted all others. 
In other languages the differentiation in character is not clearly drawn, 
and so we have taken account of all courses which involve the use of the 
language itself for reading or otherwise. We must state that those schol- 
ars giving courses in the History of the English Language have been listed 
under Anglo-Saxon, Middle English, and Modern English; those giving 
the History of: the German Language have been listed similarly under 
Old High German, Middle High German, and Modern High German. 
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The term “linguistic course” has been taken to mean one that deals 
with the principles and the history of language in general or of a group 
of languages or of a specific language; with phonology and morphology, 
syntax, semantics, phonetics; with general (descriptive) or experimental 
phonetics, whether or not illustrative of a single language; with the psy- 
chology of language. A number of the courses represented in the Tables 
are to be found in the announcements, not under the language depart- 
ments, but under psychology, education, anthropology, etc. 

The arrangement of courses in groups has not been easy, and the cate- 
gories represented by the columns of the Tables are in some respects un- 
satisfactory. General Linguistics properly includes Phonetics and Lin- 
guistic Psychology. There is no clear division between General Phonetics 
and Experimental Phonetics. What one institution calls “Vulgar Latin” 
may elsewhere be called ‘Popular and Late Latin,” and thus fall under our 
category “Latin,” while still other schools may employ the phrase “Vulgar 
Latin” as equivalent to “Comparative Romanic.” In such matters we 
have generally followed the terminology of the published announcements; 
but when we secured direct testimony that a course in Old French, for ex- 
ample, included a treatment of Comparative Romanic, the institution and 
the instructor have been listed under both headings, even though the 
printed catalogue did not give this information. It must be remembered 
also that many courses are not offered every year, because they are rarely 
elected; but they have been listed on the same footing as the others, since 
in most institutions a graduate student who has special need for such a 
course will find that the instructor will shift his offering in such a way as to 
accommodate the student. 


As for the Tables themselves, they are virtually self-explanatory. The 
division of headings in the four Tables is partly for logical reasons, and 
partly for convenience of printing. The universities are arranged in 
alphabetical order, but no institution appears in any Table unless it is 
represented there by courses given. The key to the numerals in the Tables 
is given in the faculty lists which follow. The question mark shows that 
the catalogue of the institution lists the subject without giving the name of 
the instructor, and that we have not received information of his identity. 
The dash indicates that the instructor is through removal, retirement, or 
death no longer in charge, but appointment is expected to be made, though 
the name is not available. 
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TABLE I: GENERAL LINGUISTICS AND MISCELLANEOUS 
INDO-EUROPEAN 
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TABLE II: GREEK, ITALIC, ROMANIC 
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TABLE III: GERMANIC 





WEGIAN 
MIDDLE ENGLISH 


MODERN ENGLISH 


DANO-NOR 





— 
nO > 





= 





~] 
Ne ¢ 











an 
—= 
Co PW 





— 


— 
aIananre!l & oS 





8}... 

6|.. 

8 
13 

8 

4 





Saoulaununoleonreo 

































































KENT-STURTEVANT, SURVEY OF LINGUISTIC STUDIES 


TABLE IV: SEMITIC AND MISCELLANEOUS 
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The Faculty Lists, given in alphabetical order of the institutions, list 
the scholars according to the numerals in the Tables. Superior figures 
indicate the number of times that the numeral is to be found in the Tables, 
if that be more than once. After the name of the scholar, figures in paren- 
theses show the other key numbers referring to the same person. Italics 
denote scholars on leave of absence for 1926-27. Tosave space, only family 
names of the scholars are given, except where two of the same name conduct 
linguistic courses in the same institution. 
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CatrrorniA: 1* Schilling; 2? Ryder; 3 Noyes (4, 5); 4 Kaun (5), Noyes (3, 5), Patrick; 
5 Kaun (4), Noyes (3, 4); 6 Washburn; 7 Nutting; 8* Hills (9); 9 Hills (8), Vaughan; 10 
Kany; 11 Fay, Holbrook; 12 Paschall; 13 Brodeur (14), Smithson; 14 Brodeur (13); 
15* Popper (17); 16° Lutz (17); 17 Lutz (16), Popper (15); 18 Kroeber, Lowie; 19 Kuno; 
20 Tang, Williams. 


Catuoxic: 14 Geary; 2* Deferrari; 3* Vaschalde (9, 10); 4 Dunn; 5* Gleis; 6* Lennox; 
7? Bolduc (8), Butin (8) Céln (10); 8 Bolduc (7), Butin (7); 9 Hyvernat, Vaschalde (3, 10); 
10 Céln (7), Vaschalde (3, 9). 


Cuicaco: 1 Buck (4, 10), Manly (19, 20), Sapir (2, 26); 2 Parmenter (3, 13, 14), 
Sapir (1, 26), Sprengling (6, 23); 3 Parmenter (2, 13, 14); 4" Buck (1, 10); 3 Clark; 6* 
Sprengling (2, 23); 7 Harper; 8 Cross; 9 Goodspeed, Votaw; 10 Beeson, Buck (1, 4), 
Laing, Prescott; 11? Jenkins (13); 12 Wilkins; 13 Jenkins (11), Parmenter (2, 3, 14); 
14 Keniston, Parmenter (2, 3, 14), P. F. Smith; 155 Wood (18); 16 Goetsch (18); 17* 
Gould; 18* Goetsch (16), Wood (15); 19 Albright, Hulbert (20), Manly (1, 20); 20* Craigie, 
Hulbert (19), Manly (1, 19); 21 Graham (22, 23), J. M.'P. Smith, Willett; 22 Graham 
(21, 23); 23 Graham (21, 22), Sprengling (2, 6); 24* Luckenbill; 25* Allen, Breasted; 26 
Sapir (1, 2). 


Corumatia: 1° Gray (5, 25); 2 Bagster-Collins, Tilly; 34 Jackson (5); 4 Ogden; 5 Beijan, 
Gray (1, 25), Jackson (3); 6 Kalenderian; 7? Manning (8), Prince (29); 8 Hedberg, Man- 
ning (7), Vinner; 9 Koukol, Morawski-Nawench, Pavich, Sharenkoff; 10 Gerig; 11 Soho; 
12 Lodge, McCrea; 13* Muller (15); 14 Livingston; 15 Hofherr, Muller (13), Sherwood, 
Weeks; 16 de Onis (17, 36), Pedriera, Wilkins; 17 de Onis (16, 36), Rocha Prista; 18° 


Remy (19); 19 Heuser, Remy (18); 20 Barnouw (22); 21 Krapp (22, 23), Lawrence; 22 
Barnouw (20), Krapp (21, 23), Wells; 23* Krapp (21, 22); 24* Gottheil (25, 26, 27), Rosen- 
blatt (25, 28); 25 Gottheil (24, 26, 27), Gray (1, 5), Rosenblatt (24, 28); 26* Gottheil 
(24, 25, 27); 27 Gottheil (24, 25, 26), Martinovitch (33); 28 Rosenblatt (24, 25); 298 
Prince (7); 30 Boas; 31 Sugimoto; 32 Cheng; 33 Martinovitch (27); 34 Takard; 35 Feraru; 
36 de Onis (16, 17). 


CoRNELL: 1 Muchmore; 2* Durham (3, 4); 3 Durham (2, 4), Elmer; 4 Durham (2, 3), 
Hamilton (6); 5* Dale; 6 Hamilton (4); 7 Pumpelly; 8 Andrews (11); 9 Boesche; 10* 
Hermannsson; 11 Andrews (8), Pope; 12 Cooper (13), Monroe; 13 Cooper (12); 14° 
Schmidt. 


Harvarp: 15 Whatmough; 2 Grandgent; 3 Faddegon, Woods (4); 4 Woods (3); 5¢ 
Wiener; 6 Robinson (13, 14 15); 7* Ford (8, 9), Hawkins; 9 Ford (7, 8), Whittem; 10 
- Starck; 11? Cawley; 12? Walz; 13 Kittredge, Magoun (14, 15), Robinson (6, 14, 15); 14 
Magoun (13, 15), Robinson (6, 13, 15), Tatlock; 15 Magoun (13, 14), Robinson (6, 13 14); 
16 Arnold, Pfeiffer (17, 19), Wolfson (17); 17 Pfeiffer (16, 19), Wolfson (16); 18* Jewett, 
Thomson; 19 Pfeiffer (16, 17); 20 Reisner; 21 Dixon; 22 Mei; 23 Cadbury, Nash, Ropes. 
Lanman retired 1926. 
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Iturnots: 1 Esper; 2? Fitz-Gerald; 3 Van Horne; 4 Oliver; 5 Flom (7, 8), Williams 
(6); & Williams (5); 74 Flom (5, 8); 8 Flom (5, 7), Jones. Goebel has retired from active 
teaching. 


Inprana: 1 Kantor; 2* Stempel; 3 Stout; 4 Mosemiller; 5* Vos. 


Iowa: 1 Barrows (12), Gray (2), Mills, Woolbert; 2 Gray (1), Stewart (3); 3 Metfessel, 
Stewart (2), Travis; 4* Potter; 5 Weller; 6 Bush, Cousins; 7? Larsen (9); 8 Wilson; 9 
Aurner, Larsen (7), Maxwell (10); 10 Maxwell (9), Piper; 12 Barrows (1), Mott. 


Jouns Hopkins: 1 Miller; 2? Blondhein; 3 Gruenbaum (4), Robles; 4 Gruenbaum (3); 
5* Collitz; 6 Kurrelmeyer; 7? Malone; 8* Haupt (9, 11); 9 Blake (10,11), Haupt (8, 11), 
Rosenau; 10* Blake (9, 11); 11 Blake (9, 10), Haupt (8,9). M. Bloomfield retired 1926; 
W. N. Brown went to Pennsylvania 1926; Ember died 1926; a dash indicates subjects 
which may be given by instructors to be appointed. 


Kansas: 1 Walker; 2* Neuen-Schwander; 3 Stanton; 4 Galloo; 5 Owen; 6 Osma; 
7? Sturtevant; 8 Engel; 9* Burnham. 


Micuican: 12 Meader (2, 3, 5, 10, 11, 15), Muyskens (2, 3, 10, 11, 15); 2 Meader 
(1, 3, 5, 10, 11, 15), Muyskens (1, 3, 10, 11, 15), Shepard; 3 Meader (1, 2, 5, 10, 11, 15), 
Muyskens (1, 2, 10, 11, 15), Pillsbury, Scott; 4 Hootkins (10); 5* Meader (1, 2, 3, 10, 11,15) ; 
6 Mitana; 7 Blake; 8 Reinhard (10); 9 Adams; 10 Hootkins (4), Meader (1, 2, 3, 5, 11, 15), 
Muyskens (1, 2, 3, 11, 15), Reinhard (8); 11 Meader (1, 2, 3, 5, 10, 15), Muyskens (1, 2, 3, 
10, 15), Spaulding, Wagner; 12* Willey; 13° Diekhoff; (4* Moore (15); 15 Meader (1, 2, 
3, 5, 10, 11), Moore (14), Muyskens (1, 2, 3, 10, 11); 16° Waterman (17), Worrell (18); 
17 Waterman (16); 18 Worrell (16). 


Minnesota: 1® Klaeber (8, 9); 2? Kroesch (8); 3 Cram; 4* LeCompte; 5 Krappe; 6 
Bothne; 7 Stomberg; 8* Klaeber (1, 9), Kroesch (2); 9 Klaeber (1, 8), Ruud (10); 10 
Ruud (9). 


Missouri: 1% Miller; 2* Schutz; 3 Burner, Warshaw; 44 Almstedt; 5 Belden, Ramsay 
(7); 6 Rankin; 7? Ramsay (5).. 


NEBRASKA: 1 Stepanek; 2 Scott; 3* Conklin; 4* Fossler; 54 Pound. L. H. Gray, 
formerly offering courses in General Linguistics, Indo-Iranian Languages, Semitic Lan- 
guages, etc.; has gone to Columbia, and his place will not be filled. 


NortH Caroxma: 1* Metzenthin; 2? Homes (3); 3 Dey, Holmes (2), Learned; 4 
Kane; 5* Toy; 6 Brown; 7* Royster. 


NORTHWESTERN: 1‘ Kurath; 2* Brown; 3 de Salvio, Galland; 4* Curme; 5* Bryan; 6 
Eiselen, Fuller. Courses in Semitic Languages are taken at the Garrett Biblical Institute. 
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Omro Stare: 1 Bolling; 2* Bloomfield (7, 9); 3 Russell (8); 4 Elden, Hodgman; 5 
Ogle; 6 Moore (7); 7 Bloomfield (2, 9), Moore (6); 8 Hendrix, Russell (3); 9 Bloomfield 
(2, 7), Smith (10); 10 McKnight, Smith (9). 


PENNSYLVANIA: 1!° Kent; 2* Brown; 3 Beck (5, 6), Crawford (6, 7); 42 Rennert (5, 6, 
7, 8); 5 Beck (3, 6), Rennert (4, 6, 7, 8); 6 Beck (3, 5), Crawford (3, 7), Rennert (4, 5,7, 8); 
7 Crawford (3, 7), Rennert (4, 5, 6, 8); 8 Rennert (4, 5, 6, 7), Williams; 9° Shumway 
(10, 12); 10 Campion (12), Shumway (9, 12); 11% Uppvall; 12 Campion (10), Fogel, 
Shumway (9, 10); 13* Child, Shelly; 14* Barton (15, 17); 15 Barton (14, 17), Montgomery 
(16); 168 Montgomery (15); 17 Barton (14, 15), Chiera; 18 Speck. Edgerton went to 
Vale 1926; Rennert is not teaching 1926-27. 


Princeton: 1* Bender (2); 2 Bender (1), Robbins (3, 4); 3* Robbins (2, 4); 4 Robbins, 
(2, 3), Wheeler; 5 McKenzie; 6 Armstrong, Buffum, Lowe; 7 Marden; 8 Priest; 9* Hoskins; 
10 Kennedy, Spaeth (11); 11 Spaeth (10); 12 Hitti. 


SranForp: 1 Miles; 2 Lanz; 3* Espinosa (4); 4 Anderson, Espinosa (3); 5? Johnston; 
6 Cooper (9); 7? Mahr (9); 8 Rendtorff; 9 Cooper (6), Mahr (7); 10? Kennedy. 


Viecin1a: 1? Faulkner; 2 Fitzhugh, Lehman; 3 Hensch (4), Wilson; 4 Hensch (3). 


Wasmincton (St. Louis): 1 Throop; 2 Duncan; 3 Lowe; # Parker (9); 5 Ray; 6 
Jente; 7? Mackenzie (8); 8 Jones, Mackenzie (7); 9 Parker (4), Shipley. 


Wisconsin: 1? Weaver; 2? Laird; 3 Solalinde; 4 Gay, Greenleaf, Schlatter; 5* Roedder; 
@ Leonard (10); 7 Olson; 8* Voss (9); 9 Morgan, Voss (8); 10 Hubbard (11), Leonard (6); 
11 Hubbard (10), Scallon; 12* Kelly; 13 Russo. 


Yaz: 1’ Sturtevant (3, 5); 2% Edgerton (3); # Edgerton (2), Sturtevant (1, 5); 4’ 
Torrey; 5 Mendell, Sturtevant (1,3); 6 Hill (7); 7 Clarke, Hill (6), Menner (13); 8 Richard- 
son; 9 Schreiber; 10* Benson; 11? Corwin; 12 Gruener; 13? Menner (7); 14 Dahl; 15* 
Dougherty, Grice; 16 Bull. 


We have no desire to rate the universities in any way. We fully realize 
that it would be foolish, if not impossible, for all of them to provide courses 
in all the seventy subjects listed in our tables. As noted above, Clark 
University does not enter our field at all; it would probably advance sound 
scholarship if some at least of the other graduate schools would similarly 
concentrate their attention upon certain subjects or groups of subjects. 
We are acutely conscious, furthermore, that we are not in possession of all 
the facts; an apparently serious gap in a school’s list of courses may be filled 
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by means of a summer session or by advising candidates for higher degrees 
to spend a term or more at another institution in this country or abroad. 


But after all reservations are made our tables reveal several extraor- 
dinary lacunae. Most startling of all, perhaps, is the discovery that 
American English seems to receive little particular attention in the gradu- 
ate schools. Courses on the History of the English Language or on Modern 
English are given in twenty universities, and five of these—all but one in 
the Mississippi Valley—are reported to include in these courses some con- 
sideration of American speech, though this is not stated in the published 
announcements; but we suspect that apart from these five such considera- 
tion does not go beyond the occasional use of an American illustration. Yet 
in some ways the best basis for linguistic training is the student’s native 
idiom; and in this country we have ready at hand abundant material, some 
of it almost unique, for the study of linguistic development. 

Almost equally serious is the lack of attention to Experimental Pho- 
netics. Only four universities in our list—all in the Mississippi Valley— 
include this fundamental subject. It is gratifying to note that several 
American universities not here considered maintain phonetic laboratories. 

It is a truism that no man can be really competent as a teacher of lan- 
guage or as an investigator of linguistic phenomena unless he has been trained 
in linguistic science as it applies to the particular language or languages 
with which he is concerned. It is therefore distressing to observe that ten 
of the institutions in our list provide no linguistic training in Ancient 
Greek, and that eight neglect Latin in a similar way.! For another genera- 
tion at least we fear that America will be troubled by occasional classical 
“scholars” who do not know what a language is. 

Linguistic courses are practically universal in the large modern language 
departments. There is room for improvement in the scope and character 
- of the courses offered, but our tables do not disclose many serious gaps. 

As to the oriental languages we have no means of determining how much 
attention is paid to grammatical studies. Even Sanskrit may be so taught 
that practically no linguistic enlightenment results; and such teaching of 
some other oriental languages is said to be more or less common. A state- 
ment on this point from a grammarian interested in Semitic or other orien- 
tal languages would be of great interest. 


1In arriving at these figures we have combined the first three columns of the Table 
II for Greek, and the first, sixth, and seventh for Latin. 
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In spite of the peculiar duties and advantages which our country has for 
the study of the American Indian languages, only five of our universities 
offer facilities for training in them. It is perhaps natural that museums 
and other non-teaching institutions should take the lead in gathering 
and interpreting the records of these rapidly disappearing idioms; but the 
American universities must train scholars to perform the task. 

Many readers will see at once that some of our most serious shortcomings 
cannot be discovered by the means employed in the compilation of this 
Survey. In not a few institutions, courses which we have counted as 
linguistic are conducted by scholars who have little interest in language as 
such; not seldom, doubtless, such courses have been undertaken with 
reluctance, in a desire to present a well-balanced curriculum. It is better, 
we confess, that scientific grammar should be taught by a student of 
literature than that it should not be taught at all; but linguistics is an 
exacting science, which can be effectively handled only by a trained 
specialist. The Tables which we have presented give merely a quanti- 
tative measure of our linguistic studies; perhaps in a later Survey, a quali- 
tative evaluation may be given by listing the real contributions to gram- 
matical knowledge made by the scholars of the several universities, and 
by their students. 





